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MK FKL-jdknt:
I ;u {.roach this discussion with awe. The

m ghty question. with untold issues, which it

mv< Ives, oppress m< hike a portentous
cloud, *urcharged with irresistible storm and
ruio it seems to fill the whole heavens, making
mo painfully conscious how unequal 1 am to

the occasion.how unequal, also, is all that I

can -av, to all that 1 feel.
In delivering my sentiments hero to day, I

... >11 sx-ak frankly.according to my qonvie..
t,. a*, w.tboutoonocalment or reserve. But if
iovtbing fell from the Senator from Illinois,
Mr lbnt.i As.] in opening this discussion,

(C ,i (! mierht -eem to challenge a personal conkit.
I desire to say that I shall not enter upon

it 1.-t not a word or a tone pass my lips to
li.e.'f kttunlion, for a moment, from the tranh.'fiidcottheme by the side of which Senators
mid I'i i fiden's are but dwarfs. I would not
t r^:t those amenities which belong to tKis

and are so weli calculated to temper
snta,: »ui.»ni of d:bate : nor can I cease to

rem in! er and to feel, that, amidst all diversit
- i opinion, wo arc the representatives of

t! - t. r republics, knit together by
mdi.oluble tie, and constituting that Plural

ah -:i wc ail embrace by the endearing
iiiiii " : country.
The question presented for your oonsidera
" " 'f mrnMswl in grandeur hv anv

which ha* recurred in our national history
* nee the Declaration of Independence. In
every aspect it assumes gigantic proportions,
whether we simply oonsider the extent of territoryit concerns, or the public faith, or nationalpolicy which it affects, or that higher
u.ti n.that Question of Questions, as far

ah ve others as Liberty i9 ubovo the common
things of life.which it opens anew for judgment.

It concerns an immense region, larger than
ti.e original thirteen States, vying in extent
with all the existing Free States, stretefflng
over prairie, field, and forest.interlaced by
i-.iver streams, rkirted by protesting mountains
and constituting the heart of the North Amerivncntincnt.only a little smaller, let me add,
than three great European countries combined.
Italy. Spain, and France, each of which, in successionhas dominated over the world. This
ferrit ry has already been likened, on this lloor,
to the (harden of God. The similitude is
found, not merely in its present pure and virgincharacter, but in its actual geographical
situation, occupying central spaces on this
cerr.i-ptiere. which, in their general relations^
may well compare with that early Asiatic
h itno. We are told that,

Southward through Kdt-n wont a river large ;

b«ro we have a stream which is larger than
t! K iphrates. And here, too, amidst all the
sm ling [r loots of nature, lavished by the
1 J r / J a. ll_ ,r r :£ i..
r:tnu 01 «tou, is uie gixmij vrw ui uiuon.jr,
planted by our fathers, which, without exaggeration.or even imagination, may ba likened
to

the tree of lif®,
IIiiih eminent, blooming ambrosial fruit
«H vegetable gold.

It is with regard to this territory, that yoti
.re now 1'iUIi'd to exercise the grandest function
of tin lawgiver, by establishing those rules oi
polity which will determine its future character.As the twig is bent the tree inclines; anc
the influences impressed upon the early daysol
an empire.like those upon a child.arc of in
conceivable importance to its future weal or woe
The bill now before us, proposes to organize
mnl equip two new territorial establishments
with governors, secretaries, legislative councils,
legislators, judges, marshals, and the whole
machinery of civil society. Such a measure,
at any time, would deservo the most careful
attention. But, nt the present moment, it
ju.-.tly excites a peculiar interest, from the effort
made. n pretences unsustained by facts.in
vitiation of solemn covenant, and of the eaily
principles < four fathers.to open this immense
region ti Slavery.
V cording to existing law, this Territory if

now guarded against Slavery by a positive
prohibition, embodied in the Act of Congress,
approved March Hth, 1820. preparatory to the
admission of Mis-ouri into the Union, as a
" tor State, and in the following explicit
w>»rds:
"Si.-.s lif tt further ennrtrd, Thnt in all thai

lerritory «W« ! 6y Franc* to th* United States, utuiei
a* ui leiuisi ian, which lies north of ihirty-sijj'. 'i- and thirty minutes of north latitude, not in

In io<i within the limits of the State contemplated hj
:b.p a. 1. Sl.4VF.RY AND I MVOLUNTARY SKKV1TCDE
ether* isc than an the punishment of crimes. sitALl

s so is itekkuy, FOREVER PROHIBITED."
If ij n ..it vipn'uwil Li cat aai'tn tliia nrnlii

Liti. n but there seems to be a singular inde
ctMon as to the way in which the deed shall b.
d..no Kr .ru the time of its first introduction
in the report of the Committee on Territories
the proposition has assumed different shapes
and it promi- s to a-sume as many as Proteus
now. one thin# in form, and now, another
now. like a river and then like a flame; but
in every form and shape, identical in sub
< inot; with but one end and aim.its be-al

:<1 i t J-ali.the overthrow of the Prohibitioi
< ( Slavery.
At first, it proposed s'.mrly to declare, tha

the States f rrned out of this Territory shoulc
Ihj admitted into the l oion, '-with or withou
Slavery," and did not directly asr-nmo to toucl
this prohibition. For some reason this wa
nut satisfactory, and then it was precipitatel;proposed to detlarc. that the prohibition ii
the Missouri act ' was superseded by the principles of the legislation of 1850, commonl;oil d the Compromise Moasures, and is hereb;declared inoperative!" But this would not do
*»d it is now proposed to declare, that th

it! n. * bomg inconsistent with the prinpies of non intervention, by Congress, witl
Slavery in the States and Territories, as recop
niecii by the legislation of 1850, commonl
called the Compromise Measures, is h&reb

dared inoperative and void.
All this is to be done on pretonees founde

' pon the Slavery enactments of 1850; seel
,n{T with mingl. d audacity and cunning, ''b
indirection to find direction out." Now, si
am rot here to speak in behalf of tho«

I measures, or to lean in any way upon thei
support. Relating to different subject-matter
contained in different acts, which prevaile
successively, at diBerent times, and by amerec
fates.some arsons voting for one measure
hul some voting for another, and very fe1
jbng f.ir all, they cannot bo regarded as
lit. embodying conditions of oompact, or con
'omiso. if you please, adopted equally by a
irtieF. and, therefore, obligatory on all paiBut since this broken series of measure
w been adduced a? an apology for the propcion now before us, I desire to say, that, sue
thev are, they cannot, by any effort of ir

rpretatic n, by any distorting wand of powei
any perverse alchemy, be transmuted int
repeal of that original prohibition of Sla

ryOa this head there are soveral points t
rich 1 would merely call attention, and the
- on First: The Slavery enactments <
50 did not pretend, in terms, to touch, muc
s to change, the oondition of the Louisian

;lrritory, which was already fixed by Cot
eseional enactment, but simply acted upo

'newly-acquired Territories," the oondition <
which was nut already fixed by CongrcBcioni
enactment. The two transitions related I
different subject-matters Secondly: Theenac
meuts do not directly touch the subject <
Slavery, during the territorial existence
I tah and New Mexico; but they provide propeotively. that, when admitted as States, the

V
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shall be reoeived " with or without Slavery." si
Here certainly can be no overthrow of an act ai
of Congress which directly concerns a Territory &

during its Territorial existence. Thirdly: Dur- L
ing all the discussion of these measures in Con- w

gross, and afterwards before the people, and d<
through the public prces, at the North and the b
South alike, no person was heard to intimate D
that the prohibition of Slavery in the Missouri b
j\et was in any way disturbed. And, fourlhly : a)
The acts themselves contain a formal provision,
that nothing herein contained shail be oon- tc
strued to impair or qualify anything " in a cer- tl
tain article of the resolutions annexing Texas, el
wherein it is expressly declared, that in terri- si
tory north of the Missouri Compromise line, it
w Slavery, or involuntary servitude, except for no

crime, shall be prohibited." n

But 1 do not dwell on these things. These tl
* pretenoee have been already amply refuted by tl
Senators who have preoeded me. It is clear, tl
beyond all contradiction, that the prohibition ir
of Slavery in this territory has not been super- tl
aeded or in any way contravened by the Slavery s<
Acts of 1850. The proposition before you is, r<

therefore, original in its character, without si
sanction from any former legislation; and it tl
must, accordingly, be judged by its merits, as vi
an original proposition. a

Here let it be remembered, that the friends v
of Freedom are not open to any charge of ag- ti
gression. They are now standing on the do- d
fensive, guarding the early intrenchments si
thrown up by our fathers. No proposition to g
abolish Slavery anywhere, is now before you; ci

but, on the contrary, a proposition to abolish p
Freedom. The term Abolitionist, which is so

often applied in reproach, justly belongs, on ci

this ocoasion, to him who would overthrow this tl
well-established landmark. He is, indeed, no ci

Abolitionist of Slavery; let him be called, sir, []
an Abolitionist of Freedom. For myself, tl
whether with many or few, my plaoe is taken, h
Even if alone, my feeble arm shall not be p
wanting as a bar against this outrage. si

64
On two distinct grounds," both strong against C(

the deed," I now arraign it; First, in the n
namo of Public Faith, as an infraction of the Q]
solemn obligations assumed beyond reoall by 0j
the South on the admission of Missouri into cj
the Union as a Slavo State; Secondly, I arraign ^
it in the namo of Freedom, as an unjustifiable 0
departure from the original Anti-Slavery pol- a
icy of our fathers. Those two heads I propose a
to consider in their order, glancing under the a
latter at the objections to the prohibition of g(
Slavery in the Territories. ^
And here, sir, before I approach the argument, ~

n

indulge mo with a few preliminary words u

on the character of this proposition. Slavery h
is the forcible subjeotion of one human being, in n

person, labor, or property, to the will of another, ri
' In this simple statement is involved its whole in- a

justice. There is no offonco against religion, it
against morals, against humanity, which may c<
not stalk, in tha license of this institution, ' un- b
whipt of justice." For the husband and wife ci
there is no marriage ; for the mother there is no ii
assurance that her infant child will not berav- tl
ished from her broast; for all who bear the namo o

, of Slave, there is nothing that they can call, 1(
thoirown. Without a father, without a mother, m

almost without a God, tho slavo has nothing o
but a master. It would be contrary to that w

Rule of Right, which is ordained by God, if such c

, a system, though mitigated often by a patriar- g
chal kindness, and by a plausible physical comfort,could be otherwise than pernicious in its o

. influences. It is confessed, that tho master
suffers not lees than tho slave. And this is |j
not all. The whole social fabric is disorganized;
labor loeos its dignity ; industry sickens; edu- s

cation finds no schools, and all the land of Sla- ll

very is impoverished. Ana now. sir, when the "

i conscience of mankind is at last aroused to a
i these things, whdta, throughout the civilized h
f worid, a slavodealer is a by-word and a reproach, a
- we, as a nation, are about to open a new mar- u
I kct to the traffickers in flesh, that haunt the ,jt shambles of the South. Such an aot, at this

time, is removed from all reach of that pallia- r

t:on often vouchsafed to Slavery. This;wrong, 11

s we are speciously told, by those who seek to
defend it, is not our original sin.» It was en- f<
tailed upon us, eo wc are instructed, by our an- tl

t ocstors: and the responsibility is often, with (]
exultation, thrown upon the mother country. s

I Now, without stopping to inquire into the val
uc of this apology, which is never adduced in

» behalf of other abuses, and which availed 11

nothing against that kingly power, imposed by v
' the mother country, and which our fathers a

overthrew, it is sufficient, for the present pur- c

pose, to know, that it is now proposed to make b
Slavery our own original apt. H-re is a fresh r

i cass of actual transgression, which we cannot
cost upon the shoulders of any progenitors,
nor upon any mother country, distant in time or

''

k place. The Congress of the United States, the
.

i people of the United States, at this day, in this
vaunted period of light, will be responsible for a

it, so that it shall he said hereafter, so long as a
the dismal history of Slavery is read, that, in

1 the year of Christ 1854, a new and deliberate s

r
act was passed, by which a vast territory was
nnanas f,. , t j inyno.lfl

Alone in the oompany of nations does our ^
country assume this hateful championship. ll

- In despotic Russia, the serfdom which eonsti- s
- tutes the " peculiar institution " of that great S
b empire, is never allowed to travel with the im- t
i, perial Hag, according to the American prcten- ]j
t, sion, into provinces newly acquired by the
; common blood and treasure, but is carefully 1

; restricted by positive prohibition, in harmony
; with the general conscience, within its ancient
;, confines: and this prohibition.the Wilmot ^
- Proviso of Russia.is rigorously enforced on J
1 every side, in all the provinces, as in Besarabia s
i on the south, and Poland on the west, so that, <

in fact, no Russian nobleman has been able to c
t move into these important territories with bis (1 slavos. Thus Russia speaks for Freedom, ,

t and disowns the slaveholding dogma of our
i country. Far away in the East, at the gate- '
s ways of the day," in effeminate India, slavery c

y has been oondomned; in Constantinople, the t
i queenly seat of the most powerful Mahomod-an empiro, where barbarism still mingles with {
v civilization, the Ottoman Sultan has fastened (
v upon it the stigma of disapprobation; the ,

: Barbary States of Africa, occupying the same *

e parallels of latitude with the slave States of *

i- our Union, and resembling them in the nature c

h of their boundaries, their productions, their 1
climate, and the ' peculiar institution," which f

y sought shelter in both, have been changed into ]
y Abolitionists. Algiers, seated near the line t

of 36 deg. 30 min., has been dedicated to Freeddom. Morooco, by its untutored ruler, has
i- expressed its desire, stamped in the formal
y terms of a treaty, that the very name of s!a- £
r, very may perish from tho minds of men ; and '

je only recently, from the Dey of Tunis has pro- i
ir ceeded that noble act, by which, il In honor i
a, of God, and to distinguish man from the brute rd creation ".I quote his own words.he decreed ,
it its total abolition throughout his dominions.
5, Let Christian America be willing to be taught r

iv by these examples. God forbid that our Re- I
a public." heir of all the ages, foremost in the ^
i- files of time '.should adopt anew the barba- \
11 riem which they have renounced. £
r- As the effort now making is extraordinary in ]
a character, so no assumption seems too extraor>-dinarv to be wielded in its support. The pri- ,

h mal truth of the equality of men, as proclaimi-cd in our Declaration of Independence, has 1

r, been assailed, and this great charter of our <

o country discredited. Sir, you and I will soon I
i- pass away, but that will continue to stand, j

above impeachment or question. The Declaoration of Independence was a Declaration of t
n Rights, and the language employed, though ^
)f general in its character, must obviously be re-

_

h stTained within tho design and sphere of a Deoalaration of Rights, involving no such absurdity
l- as was attributed to it yesterday by the Sena- '

d tor from Indiana, [Mr. Pxttit.1 Sir, it is a i
if palpable fact that men are not bora equal in |
il physical strength or in mental capacities, in <

to beauty of form or health of body. These mor- ,

t- tal cloaks of flesh differ, as do these worldly
if garments. Diversity or inequality in these reofspects is the law of creation. But, as God is '

s- no respecter of persons, aud as all are equal in *

>y his sight, whether Dives or Lasarus, master or 1

t

3E~]N
1. BAILEY, EDITOR AN

WA
a*e, bo are all equal in natural inborn rights : ir
ad, pardon me, if 1 say, it is a vain sophism to diduoe in argument against this vital axiom of ajiberty, the physical or mental inequalities byhich men are characterized, or the unhappyegradation to which, in violation of a common

11

rotherhood. they are doomed. To deny the P
eolaration of Independence is to rush on the S
ofses of the shield of the Almighty, which, in al
11 respects, the present measure seems to do. ai
To the delusive suggestion of the able Sena- d

>r from North Carolina, [ Mr. Badger ] that by
io overthrow of this prohibition, the number of taves will not be increased, that there will be «

mply a beneficent diffusion of Slavery, and not '1
b extension, I reply at onoe, that this argu- "

tent, if of any value.if not mere words, and b
othingelse.would equally justify and require tc
io overthrow of the prohibition of Slavery in rr
io free States, and, indeed, everywhere 0iroughout the world. All the dikes, which, a)i different countries, from time to time, with .

ic march of civilization, have been painfully
it up against the inroads of this evil, must be
amoved, and every land opened anew to its de- s>
;ructive flood. It is dear, beyond dispute, si
lat by the overthrow of this prohibition, Sla- o
ary will be quickened, and slaves themselves ^rill be multiplied, while new "room and yieree " will be seoured for the gloomy opera- ;
... ne _i 1 .J 1-V :n w
uua \ji Diuvc ibw, uuuor wuiuu ircv lauur will

roop, and a vast territory will be smitten with ^
lerility. Sir, a blade of grass would not r(
row where the horse of Attila had trod; nor h
an any true prosperity spring up in the foot- b
rints of the slave. ,]
But it is suggested that slaves will not be yarried into Nebraska in large numbers, and t

lat, therefore, the question is of small practi- 1

al moment. My distinguished colleague,
Vlr. Everett,] in his eloquent speech, hearkened r£
lis suggestion, and allowed himself, while up- ti
olding the prohibition, to disparage its im- o:
ortanoe in a manner, from which 1 feel oon- ptrained kindly, but most strenuously, to dis- r{
;nt. Sir, the census shows that it is of vital
msequenoe. There is Missouri at this mo- v

tent, witlj Illinois on the east and Nebraska
n the wost, all covering nearly the same spaces ai
f latitude, and resembling each other in soil, a<

limate, and productions. Mark, now, the con- ei
ast! By the potent efficacy of the Ordinanoe w
f the Northwestern Territory, Illinois is now f
free State, while Missouri has 87,422 slaves; sjnd the simple question which challenges an ,

newer is, whether Nebraska shall be presrvedin the condition of Illinois, or surfen- J*ered to that of Missouri? Surely this canotbe treated lightly. But for myself, I am Ii
n willing to measure the exigency of the pro- I<
ibition by the number of persons, whether h
lany or few, whom it may protect. Human V(
ights, whether in a solitary individual or a vast jlultitude, are entitled to an equal and unhesatingsupport. In this spirit, the flag of our al

ountry only recently became the impenetra- w

lo panoply of an homeless wanderer, who vv

(aimed its protection in a distant sea: and
i this spirit, I am constrained to declare that n
lere is no place accessible to human avarice, tj
r human lust, or human force, whether in the
iwest valley, or on the loftiest mountain-top,
rhother on the broad flower-spangled prairios, s<

r the snowy crests of the Rocky Mountains, e:

rhcre tho prohibition of slavery, like the ^
ommandmcnts of the Decalogue, should not tl
;o. . tl
But leaving these things behind, I press at bi
ce to the argument. n
I. And now, sir, in the name of that Pub- b

;c Faith, wliich is the very ligament of civil (J
ociety, and which the great Roman ora- ti
or tells us it is detestable to break even u
-'ith an enemy, I arraign this scheme,
nd hold it up to the judgment of all who 0
ear me. There is an early Italian story of £
n experienced citizen, who, when his c

ephew told him he had been studying, at
lie University of Bologna, the science of w

ig/it, said in reply, ''You have spent your ti
me to little purpose. It would have been Vi
etter had you learned the sciopcc of might, <«

ir that is worth two of the other;" and S
lie bystanders of that day all agreed thkt h
be veteran spoke the truth. I begin, J]
ir, by assuming that honorable Senators p
-ill not act in this spirit.that they will c
iOt substitute might for right. that they p
-ill not wantonly and flagitiously discard p
ny obligation, pledge, or covenant, be- 0
ause they chance to possess the power ; d
ut that, as honest men, desirous to do js
iglit, they will confront this question. a

Sir, the proposition before you involves s,
iot merely the repeal ofan existing law, but a
be infraction of solemn obligations orignallyproposed and assumed by the South, 5

fter a protracted and embittered contest, e
s a covenant of peace . with regard a

0 certain specified territory therein do- 0

cribed, namely : " All that Territory ii
eded by France to the United States, un- n

ier the name of Louisiana; " according ](
r# which, in consideration of the admis- a

ion into the Union of Missouri as a slave tl
Itate, Slavery was forever prohibited in all
he remaining part of this Territory which si
ies north of 36 deg. 30 min. This ar- t<

angement, between different sections p
>f the Union.the Slave States of the *

irst part and the Free States of the sec- n

>nd part.though usually known as the e

l! Iqcaii ri rnmnrnnucp was nl tliP limp

tyled a compact. In its stipulations for R

Slavery, it was justly repugnant to the
mnscience of the North, and ought never d
o have been made ; but it has on that side a

teen performed. And now the unperbrinedoutstanding obligations to Free- c

lorn, originally proposed and assumed by ^
he South, are resisted. c
Years have passed since these obliga- e

ions were embodied in the legislation of e

Congress, and accepted bv the country. t<

Meanwhile, the statesmen by whom they ^
vere framed and vindicated have, one by F
>ne, dropped from this earthly sphere. a

Their living voices cannot now be heard, to ti
dead for the preser\ation of that Public 0

^aith to which they were pledged. But ti
his extraordinary lapse of time, with the U

complete fruition by one party of all the I
jenefits belonging to it, under the compact,
jives to the transaction an added and ^
nost sacred strength. Prescription steps n
n with new bonds, to confirm the origi- 0
tal work ; to the end that while men arc n

Mortal, controversies shall not be iminor- n

al. Death, with inexorable scythe, has y
nowed down the authors of this com>act;but, with conservative hour-glass, it "

las counted out a succession of years,
vhich now defile before us, like so many a

icntinels, to guard the sacred landmark of ti

freedom. *

A simple statement of facts, derived I
rom the journals of Congress and con- c

emporary records, will show the origin S
ind nature of this compact, the influence

II- L.J 1 >1.. nklL A

>y wnicn n was esiaDiisneu, auu mo «l»h- o

»ations which it imposed. J
As early as 1818, at the first session of t<

he fifteenth Congress, a bill was reported S
:o the House of Representatives, authori- ii
ting the people of the Missouri Territory p
;o form a Constitution and State Govern- ti

ment, for the admission of such State 5
nto the Union; but, at that session, no a

inal action was had thereon. At the next S
session, in February, 1819, the bill was t]
igain brought forward, when an eminent g
Representative of New York, whose life a

las been spared till this last summer, Mr. v

Fames Tallmadge, moved a clause pro- s

libiting any further introduction of slaves o

,.JATli
ID PROPRIETOR; JOHN

lSHINGTON, thurs
ito the proposed State, arid securing free- c
om to the children born within the State n
iter its admission into the Union, on at- w

lining twenty-five years of age. This
nportant proposition, which assumed a ft
ower not only to prohibit the ingress of li
lavery into the State itself, but also to w

Polish it there, M as passed in the affirm- F
live, after a vehement debate of three S
ays. On a division of the question, the w
rat part, prohibiting the further introduc- c
on of slaves, was adopted by 87 yeas to c
6 nays; the second part, providing for ri
le emancipation of children, was adopted ii
y 82 yeas to 78 nays. Other propositions IS
> thwart tne operation of these amend- C
lents were voted down, and on the 17th n
f Febiuary the bill was read a third time, C
nd passed, with these important restric- o
ons. ,p
In the Senate, after debate, the provi- li
on for the emancipation of children was v

a4 L A4 ! *-1
tuck out dj 01 yeas to i nays; tne 11
ther provision, against the further intro- d
uction of Slavery, was struck out by 22 a
eas to 16 nays. Thus emasculated, the bill C
as returned to the House, which, on ]>
larch 2d, by -a vote of 78 nays to 76 yeas, s

;fused its concurrence. The Senate ad- c
ered to their amendments, and the House, 1<
y 78 yeas to 66 nays, adhered to their s<

isagreement; and so at this session the d
lissouri bill was lost; and here was a p
:mporary triumph of Freedom. si

Meanwhile, the same controversy was o
mewed on the bill pending at the same o
me for the organization of the Territory y

f Arkansas, then known as the southern I
art of the Territory of Missouri. The
;strictions already adopted in the Mis- c
juri bill were moved by Mr. Taylor, of p
few York, subsequently Speaker; but it
fler at least six close votes, on the yeas tl
nd nays, in one of which the House was o

qually divided, 88 yeas to 88 nays, they o

ere lost. Another proposition by Mr. ti

atlor, simpler in form, that Slavery IN
lould not hereafter be introduced into tl
lis Territoin1, was lost by 90 nays to 86 S
eas; and the Arkansas bill on February d
5th was read the third time and passed-, u

i the Senate, Mr. Burrill, of Rhode si

dand, moved, as an amendment, the pro- ft
ibition of the further introduction of Sla- q
erv into this Territory, which was lost by n

9 nays to 14 yeas. And thus, without c

ny provision for Freedom, Arkansas u

as organized as a Territory; and here o

as a triumph of Slavery. tl
At this same session, Alabama was ad- t:

litted as a slave State, without any restric- IN
on or objection. w

It was in the discussion on the Arkan- S
is bill, at this session, that we find the
arliest suggestion of a Compromise. Dc- tl
sated in his efforts to prohibit Slavery in tl
le territory, Mr. Taylor stated that "lie o

lought it important that some line should t<
c designated beyond which Slavery should h
otbe permitted," and he moved its prohi- tl
ition hereafter in all territories of the J
'nited States north of 36° 30', north lati- y

ide, without any exception of Missouri, o

'hich is north of this line. This proposit- y

>n, though withdrawn after debate, was at o

nee welcomed by Mr. Livermore, of New j|
lampshire, "as made in the true spirit of s

ompromise/' It was opposed by Mr. o

.hea, of Tennessee, on behalf of Slavery, y

dio avowed himself against every restric- ri

on ; and also by Mr. Ogle, of Pennsylania,on behalf of Freedom, who was k
against any Compromise by which p
i* n l m L .1 J y*

lavery, in any 01 ine lerruories, snouia u

e recognised or sanctioned by Congress."
a this spirit it was opposed and sup- n

orted by others among whom was Gen- g
ral Harrison, afterwards President of the 5
Tnited States, who " assented to the exediencyof establishing some such line fj
f discrimination;" but proposed a line p
ue west from the mouth of the Des 81

loines, thus constituting the northern, n

nd not the southern boundary of Mis- ^

ouri, the partition line between Freedom
nd Slavery.
But this idea of Compromise, though °

uggested by Taylor, was thus early adopt- P
d and vindicated in this very debate, by ^
n eminent character, Mr. Louis McLane, ri

fDelaware, who has since held high office n

1 the country, and enjoyed no common e

leasure of public confidence. Of all the r'

fading actors in these early scenes, he ^

nd Mr. Mercer alone are yet spared. On v

his occasion he said : a

"The fixing of a line on the west of the Mis- '

ssippi, north of which Slavery Rhould not be ('

derated, had always been icith him a favorite a

olicy, and he hoped the day was not distant 2
rhen, upon principles of fair compromise, it
light constitutionally be effected. The pres- M
t attempt he regarded as premature " H
After opposing the restriction on Mis- p

ouri, he concluded by declaring : V
" At the same time, I do not mean to aban- a

on the policy to which I alluded in the com- a

lencement of my remarks. I think it but fair tl
hat both sections of the Union should be ac- q
ommodated on this subject, with regard to a
rhich so much feeling has been manifested. t(
lie same great motives of policy which recon- a
iled and harmonized the jarring and discordant '

Iements of our system originally, and which a

nabled the framers of our happy Constitution a

o compromise the different interests which tl
am an/4 Alhar SnKin/lfi} if Vl

uuu ^rcvanou uu uiw «uu w«uv» duujwo^ -- ..

roperly cherished by us, will enable us to v

chieve similar objects. If we meet upon prin- n

iples of reoiprooity, we oannot fail to do justice ^
y all. It has already been avowed, by gentlemen
n this floor from the South and the West, that "

ley will agree upon a line wh'ch shall divide
ie slaveholdingfrom the non slaveholding States. a

t is this proposition I am anxious to effect; but s

wish to effect it by some compact which shall be s

inding upon all parties and all subsequer11 Legis- e

Uures/ which cannot be changed, and will a
ot fluctuate with the diversity of feeling and
f sentiment to whioh this empire, in its march, 71

aust be destined. There is a vast and im- r]

lense tract of country west of the Mississippi, 11

et to be settled, and intimately connected with fi
he Northern section of the Union, upon which c
his Compromise can be effected." 0

The suggestions of Compromise were ^
t this time vain : each nartv was de- I 11

ermined. The North, by the prevailing P
oice of its representatives, claimed all for
^reedom ; the South, by its potential
ommand of the Senate, claimed all for p
Jiavery. o

The report of this debate aroused the ri
ountry. For the first time in our history, J
freedom, after an animated struggle, hand si

o hand, had been kept in check by b
Havery. The original policy ofour Fathers tl
a the restriction of Slavery was sus- b
iended, and. this giant wrong threatened C
a stalk into all the broad national domain, n

>len at the North were humbled and a

mazed. The imperious demands of ti

llavery seemed incredible. Meanwhile, si
he whole subject was adjourned from Con- n

ress to the people. Through the press A
nd at public meetings, an earnest voice c

ras raised against the admission of Mis- p
ouri into the Union without the restriction ti
if Slavery. Judges left the bench and it
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the pulpit, to swell the indig- pi

ant protest which arose from good men, th
without distinction of party or of pursuit. A
The movement was not confined to a th

;w persons, nor to a few States. A pub- L
c meeting, at Trenton, in New Jersey, w
'as followed by others in New York and 01

hiladelphia, and finally at Worcester, Si
alem, and Boston, where committees cl
'ere organized to rally the country. The ni
itizens of Baltimore, convened at the ai
ourt-house, with the Mayor in the chair,
ssolved that the future admission of slaves le
tto the States hereafter formed west of the C
fississippi, ought to be prohibited by ct

!ongress. Villages, towns, and cities, by of
tentorial, petition, and prayer, called upon ti<
longress to maintain the great principle si
f the prohibition of Slavery. The same L
rinciple was also commended by the reso- bi
ttions of State Legislatures ; and Peunsyl- pi
ania, inspired by the teachings of Frank- ly
n and the convictions of the respectable ye
enoraination of Friends, unanimously S<
sserted at once the ritrht and the duty of ce

Joagress to prohibit Slavery west of the ol
Mississippi, and solemnly appealed to her
ister States "to refuse to covenant with la
rime." New Jersey and Delaware foljwed,both also unanimously. Ohio as- G
erted the same principle ; so did also In- fo
iana. The latter State, not content with sp
roviding for the future, severely cen- n<
ured one of its Senators, for his vote to S<
rganize Arkansas without the prohibition M
f Slavery. The resolutions of New York N
'ere reinforced by the recommendation of fr<
)e Witt Clinton. Is
Amidst these excitements, Congress A
ame together in December, 1819, taking in
ossession of these Halls of the Capitol m
>r the first time since their desolation by ca
le British. On the day after the receipt tii
f the President's Message, two several ce
ommittees of the House were consti- S<
ited, one to consider the application of
laine, and the other of Missouri, to enter th
le Union as separate and independent in
tates. With only the delay of a single M
ay, the bill for the admission of Missouri ar
as reported to the House without the re- of
triction of Slavery; but, as if shrinking so
otn the immediate discussion of the great w
ucstion it involved, afterwards, on the he
lotion of Mr. Mercer, of Virginia, its S<
onsideration was postponed for several of
ceks; all which, be it observed, is in Se
pen contrast with the manner in which R,
le present discussion has been precipi- tie
ited upon Congress. Meanwhile, the tie
laine bill, when reported to the House,
ms promptly acted upon, and sent to the w

enate. m

In the interval between the report of dc

tie Missouri bill and its consideration by bi
tie House, a committee was constituted,
n motion of Mr. Taylor, of New York,
:> inquire into the expediency of pro- ja
ibiting the introduction of Slavery into nc
le Territories west of the Mississippi, of
'his committee, at the end of a fortnight, er

.as discharged from further consideration RS

f the subject, which, it was understood,
.'ould enter into the postponed debate **

11 the Missouri bill. This early effort to ^
nterdict Slavery in the Territories by a w

pecial law is worthy of notice, on account w

f some of the expressions of opinion ol
hich it drew forth. In the course of his w.

emarks, Mr. Taylor declared, that
" He presumed there were no members, he
new of none, who doubted the constitutional
ower of Congress to impose such a restriction bf
n the Territories." vc

A generous voice from Virginia recogisedat once the right and dutj of Con- T'
ress. This was from Charles Fcnton J"
lercer, who declared that Ti
" When the question proposed should come P|

lirly before the House, lie should support the
reposition. He should record his vote against th
offering the dark cloud of inhumanity, which 01
ow darkened his country, from rolling on Ire- jtl
ond the peaceful shores of the Mississippi." jr
At length, on the 26th January, 1820,

he House resolved itself into Committee m
f the Whole on the Missouri Bill, and j-|
rocceded with its discussion, day by ji
ay, till the 28th of February, when it was

eported back with amendments. But p(
icanwhile the same question was present- p,
d to the Senate, where a conclusion was y
cached earlier than in the House. A clause L
or the admission of Missouri was moved by G|
ray of tack to the Maine bill. To this an ft
mendment was moved by Mr. Roberts, of
'ennsylvania, prohibiting the further intro- th
uction of Slavery into the State, which, m
fter a fortnight's debate, was defeated by
7 nays to 16 yeas. y(
The debate in the Senate wsis of unusual

iitercst and splendor. It was especially y
lustrated by an effort of transcendent ai
mwer from that great lawyer and orator, w

Villiam Pinkney. Recently returned from y
succession of missions to foreign courts, 0f
nd at this time the^cknowlcdged chief of jn
he American bar, particularly skilled in hi
uestions of constitutional law, his course w

s a Senator from Maryland was calculaedto produce a profound impression. In (;
speech which drew to this chamber an p,
dminng throng for two days, and which H
t the time was fondly compared with R
he best examples of Greece and Rome, Di
e first authoritatively proposed and de- h<
eloped the Missouri Compromise. His fT;
lasterly effort was mainly directed against m
he restriction upon Missouri, but it began <h
nd ended with the idea of compromise. SjNotwithstanding,"he says, "occasional <>1
ppearances of rather an unfavorable de- fj<
cription, I hayjHong since persuaded my- p
elf that the Missouri question, as it is call- w

d, might be laid to rest, with innocence cl
nd safety, by some conciliatory Compro- a!
xise at least, by which, as is our duty, we At

aight reconcile the extremes of conflict- hi
rig views and feelings, without any sacri- e(
ce of constitutional principles." And he Gl
losed with the hope that the restriction w

If- I 1 - * J L..4 aL-*
n juissouri wouia not oe pressea, diu mai to
he whole question " might be disposed of w
n a manner satisfactory to all, by a pros- pi
ective prohibition of Slavery in the Terri- 01

yry to the north and west of Missouri." Sc

This authoritative proposition of Com- te<
romise, from the most powerful advocate
f the unconditional admission of Missou- th
i, was made in the Senate on the 21st of m

anuary. From various indications, it ea

eems to have found prompt favor in that
ody. Finally, on the 17th of February, cr
he union of Maine and Missouri in one tu,
ill prevailed there, by 23 yeas to 21 nays.
)n the next day, Mr. Thomas, of Illi- sa

ois, who had always voted with the South sp
gainst any restriction upon Missouri, in- 1^
oduced the famous clause prohibiting
lavery north of 36 deg. 30 min., which tu
ow constitutes the eighth section of the M
lissouri act. An effort was made to in- in
lude the Arkansas Territory within this T1
rohibition ; but the South united against ab
tis extension of the area of Freedom, and ye
was defeated by 24 nays to 20 yeas. The SI;

..J-LVft. L! !

m* i m -age

i er
ISPONDING EDITOR.

L

ohibition, as moved by Mr. Thomas
en prevailed, by 34 yeas to only 10 nays
rnong those in the affirmative were botl
ie Senators from each of the slave States
ouisiana, Tennessee, Kentucky, Dela
are, Maryland, and Alabama, and als<
tie of the Senators from each of the slav<
tates, Mississippi and North Carolina, in
uding in the honorable list the familia
lmes of William Pinkney, James Brown
id William Rufus King.
This bill, as thus amended, is the firs
gislative embodiment of the Missoui
ompact or Compromise, the essentia
mditions of which were, the admissioi
"Missouri as a State, without any restric
>n of slavery; and the prohibition o
averv in all the remaining Territory ri

ouisiana north of 36 deg. 30 min. Thi
II, thus composed, containing these tw<

opositions.this double measurej-~final
passed the Senate by a test vote of 2

>as to 20 nays. The yeas embraced ever
authern Senator, except Nathaniel Ma
>n, of North Carolina, and William Smith
'South Carolina.
Mr. Butler, (interrupting.) Mr. Gail
rd voted with Mr. Smith.
Mr. Sumner. No, sir. The name of Join
aillard, Senator from South Carolina, i
und in favor of the Compromise.
ieak with the Journal in my hand, am
>w repeat, that the yeas embraced ever
>uthorn Senator, except Mr. Macon an<

r. Smith. The nays embraced ever
orthern Senator, except the two Senator
>m Illinois and one Senator from Rhodi
land, and one from New Hampshire
nd this, sir, is the record of the first stag<
the adoption of the Missouri Compro

ise. First openly announced and vindi
ited on the floor of the Senate, by a dis
iguished Southern statesman, it was for
;d on the North by an almost unanimou
juthern vote.
While things had thus culminated ii
e Senate, discussion was still proceed
g in the other House on the origina
issouri bill. This was for a momcn

rested by the reception from the Scnati
the Maine bill, embodying the Mis

uri Compromise. Upon this the debafi
as brief and the decision prompt. Bu
:re, even at this stage, as at every other,
Mitlmrn olalncmmi inlnrunnnt \1 r Qnntli
/uviiviii oiaii/ciiiuii uii^ i iviiv-j* mi# uuutii
' Maryland, for many years an eininen
mator of that State, but at this time i

epresentative, while opposing the restrie
>11 on Missouri, vindicated the ptohibi
>n of slavery in the Territories:
"Mr. S. Smith said, that he roee principall;
ith a view to state hie understanding of th<
opoeed amendment, viz: that it retained tin
mndariea of Minouri, as delineated in th<
11; that it prohibited the admission of slavei
est of the west line of Missouri, and north o
e north line; that it did not interfere witl
e Territory of Arkansas, or the uninhabite<
nd west thereof. He thought the proposition
)t exceptionable; but doubted the propriety
its forming a part of the bill. He con-id"
ed the power of Congress over the territory
supreme, unlimited, before its admission

.at Congress oonld impose on its Teriitorie
ly restrictions it thought proper ; that if oiti
ns go into the Territories thus restricted
ey cannot carry with them slaves. The;
ill be without slaves, and will be educate*
ith pn-judices and habits suoh as will ex
ude all desire on their part to admit slavery
hen they shall become sufficiently numerou
be admitted as a State. And this is the ad
intage proposed by the amendment."
But the House was not disposed t<
irter the substantial restriction of sla
:ry in Missouri, for what seemed its un
ibstantial prohibition in an unsettle*
erritory. The Compromise was rejected
id the bill left in its original condition
his was done by large votes. Even th<
ohibition of slavery was thrown out b;
>9 yeas to IS nays, both the North am

ie South uniting against it. The Senate
> receiving the bill back from the House
sisted on their amendments. The Ho us*

turn insisted on their disagreement
ccording to parliamentary usage, a Com
ittee of Conference between the tw<
ouses was appoined. Mr. Thomas, ©

linois, Mr. Pinkney, of Maryland, an*
lr. James Barbour, of Virginia, com

>sed this important committee on th*
»rt of the Senate; and Mr. Holmes, o

[aine, Mr. Taylor, of New York, Mr
owndes, of South Carolina, Mr. Parker
Massachusetts, and Mr. Kinsey, o

cw Jersey, on the part of the House.
Meanwhile, the House had voted 01

ic original Missouri bill. An amend
ent, peremptorily interdicting all Slaver;

the new State, was adopted by 9'
3as to 86 nays; and thus the bill passec
ic House, and was sent to the Senate
larch 1st. Thus, after an exasperate<
id protracted discussion, the two Housei
ere at a dead-lock. The double-header
[issouri Compromise, was the ultimatun
r the Senate. The restriction of Slaver;
Missouri, involving, of course, its pro

bition in all the unorganized Territories
as the ultimatum of the House.
At this stage, on the 2d of March, th<
ommitfee of Conference made their re

5rt, which was urged at once upon th<
ouse by Mr. Lowndes, the distinguisher
epresentative from South Carolina, aiu

ic of her most precious sons. An<
;re, sir, at the mention of this name, ye
agrant among us, let me stop for on<
oment this current of history, to expresi
ic tender admiration with which I am in
rired. Mr. Lowndes died before my rec

lection of political events; but he is en

^ared by that single sentiment.that th
residency is an office never to be sought.
hich, by its beauty, shames the vilenesi
"aspiration in our day, and will ever liv<
an amaranthine flower. Such a mar

any time is a host; but he now threw
s great heart into the work. He object
1 even to a motion to print the repor
"the Committee, on the ground "that i
ould imply a determination in the House
delay a decision of the subject to-day

hich he had hoped the House was fully
epared for." The question the« came

1 striking out the restriction in the Misiuribill. The report in the National Inlligencersays :
' Mr. Lowndes spoke briefly in support ol
e Compromise recommended by the Com
ittee of Conference, and urged with greai
mestness the propriety of a decision wlueh
ould restore tranquillity to the country, which
as demanded by every consideration of disetion,of moderation, of wisdom, and of vire.
" Mr. Mercer, of Virginia, followed on the
me side with great earnestness, and had
oken about half an hour, when he was comlledby indisposition to resume his seat."
In conformity with this report, this disrbingquestion was at once put at rest,
aine and Missouri were each admitted
to the Union as independent States,
le restrictfon of Slavery in Missouri was
andoned by a yote in the House of 90
as to 87 nays; and the prohibition of
avery in all Territories north of 36 deg.

ill., - jl j: j-r. z
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, 30 min., exclusive of Missouri, was subi.Btituted by a vote of 134 yeas to 42 nays.
\i Among the distinguished Southern names

, in the affirmative, are Louis McLane, of
- Delaware, Samuel Smith, of Maryland,
) William Lowndes, of South Carolina,
e and Charles Fenton Mercer, of Virginia.
- The title of the Missouri hill was aiuendred iu conformity with this prohibition,
, by adding the words, " aud to prohibit

Slavery in aertaiu Territories." The hills
t then passed both Houses without a diivision ; and, on the morning of the 3d
il March, 1820, the JVational Intelligencer
a contained an exulting article, entitled:
- "The Question Settled."
»f Another paper, published in Baltimore,
>f immediately after the passage of the Comspromise, vindicated it as a perpetual comapact, which could not he disturbed. The
- language is so clear and strong that I will
4 read it, although it has been already quoted
y by my able and most excellent friend from
- Ohio, [Mr. Chase:]
i, " It is true the Compromise is supported only

by the letter of the law,rcpealaldc by the authority
. which enacted it; but the circumstances of the

com (five this law a moral force eyual to that
of a positive provision of the Constitution ; and

11
toe do not hazard anything by saying that the

8 Constitution exists in its observance. Bolh par'ties have sacrificed much to conciliation. We
J wish to see the compact kept in good faith, and
j we trust that a kind Providence will open the
j way to relieve us ot' an evil which every good
y citizen deprecates as the supreme curse oi' the
s country.".JYiles's liegister.
. Sir, the distinguished leaders in this settlementwere all from the South. As early
3 as February, 1819, Louis McLane, ofDela_ware, had urged it upon Congress, *' by
. some compact binding upon all subsequent
. legislatures." It was in 1820 brought for_ward and upheld in the Senate by William
9 PiNkNEY, of Maryland, and passed in that

body by the vote of every Southern Sen1ator except two, against the vote of every
. Northern Senator except four. It was wel]coined in the House by Samuel Smith, of
t Maryland. The Committee of Conference,
2 through which it finall) prevailed, was fill.cd, on the part of the Senate, with inllexigble partisans of the South, such as might
t fitly represent the sentiments of its Presjident pro fern., John Gaillard, a Senator

from South Carolina ; on the part of the
t Housc.it was nominated by Henry Clay,
j the Speaker, and Representative from Ken.tucky. This committee, thus constituted,
. drawing its double life from the South, was#

unanimous in favor of the Compromise.
P A private letter from Mr. Pinkney, written
0 at the time, and preserved by his distin3giiishcd biographer, shows that the report
e made by the committee came from him.
8 " The bill for the admission of Missouri into
^ the Union (icithout restriction as to Slavery)
J may be considered as past. That bill was sent
* back again this morning from the House, with
1 the restriction as to Slavery. The Senate voted
1 to amend it by striking out the restriction, (27

in 1 \ nml nr.mnaLii rid anntlipf arnoml munt
' irhtU 11hove all alette: been the atlroeate of, a re'striction upon the vacant territory to the north
6 and west, at to Slavery. To-night the House
j* of Representatives have agreed to both of these
' amendments, in opposition to their former votes,
\ and this affair is settled. To-morrow we shall

(of course) recede from our amendments as to
Maine, (our object being effected,) and both

' States will f-e admitted. This happy result has
8 been accomplished by the Conference, of which I
'*

was a member on the part of the Senate, and of
which I proposed the report which has been

3 mckfe."
Thus again the Compromise takes its

" life from the South. Proposed in the com*mittee by Mr. Pinkney, it was urged on the
> House of Representatives, with great ear*nestness, by Mr. Lowndes, of South Caro2linn, and Mr. Mercer, of Virginia ; and here
)' again is the most persuasive voice of the
' South. When passed by Congress, it next
> came before the President, James Monroe,
> of Virginia, for his approval, who did not
5 sign it till after the unanimous opinion of
* his Cabinet, in writing, composed of John
" Quincy Adams, William H. Crawford,
5 Smith Thompson, John C. Calhoun, and
f William Wirt.a majority of whom were
^ Southern men.that the prohibition of
" Slavery in the Territories was constitu3tional. Thus yet again the Compromise' takes its life from the South.

As the Compromise took its life from
> the South, so the South, in the judgment' of its own statesmen at the time, and

according to unquestionable facts, was
1 the conquering party. It gained forth*with its darling desire, the first and essenytial slage in the admission of Missouri as a
* slave Stale, consummated at the next sessionof Congress ; and subsequently the

admission of Arkansas, also as a slave
State. From the crushed and humbled
North, it received more than the full considerationstipulated in its favor. On the
side of the North the contract has been
more than executed. And now the South
refuses to perform the part which it ori>ginally proposed and assumed in this transaction.With the consideration in its

3 pocket, it repudiates the bargain which it
* forced upon the country. This, sir, is a
3 simple statement of the present question.

A subtle Gennan has declared, that he
^ could find heresies in the Lord's Prayer.^ and I believe it is only in this spirit that
1 any tlaw can be found in the existing obli3gations of this compact. As late as 1848,
B in the discussions of this body, the Sen"ator from Virginia, who sits behind me,
" [Mr. Mason,] while condemning it in
" many aspects, says :
e " Yet as it was agonnl to as a Compromise
" by the South for the sake of the Union, I inouUl
B be the last to disturb it.Congressional Globe,
; i1[>j)cndix, 1st session, Congress, Vol. 19, p.

/ Even this distinguished Senator recog-
- nised it as an obligation winch he would
t not disturb. And, though disbelieving
t the original constitutionality of" the ar;rangement, he was clearly right. I know,
, sir, that it is in form simply a legislative
r act; but as the Act of Settlement in Eng,land, declaring the rights and liberties of

the subject and settling the succession of
. the Crown, has become a permanent part

of the British Constitution, irrepealable by
f any common legislation, so this act, under

all the circumstance^attending its passage,
t also by long acquiescence and the com1plete performance of its conditions by one
1 party, has become a part of our fundamentallaw, irrepealable by any common legislation.As well might Congress at this
moment undertake to overhaul the origilnal purchase of Louisiana, as unconstitutional,and now, on this account, thrust
away that magnificent heritage, with all
its cities, states, and territories, teemingwith civilization. The Missouri Compact,in ita unperformed obligations to Freedom,stands at this day as impregnable as
the Louisiana purchase.

I appeal to Senators about me, not to
disturb it. I appeal to the Senators from
Virginia, to keep inviolate the compact

* -v
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made in their behalf by James Barbour
and Ciiari.es Fenton Mercer. I appeal
to the Senators from South Carolina, to

guard the work of John Gaillard and
William Lowndes. I appeal to the
Senators front Maryland, to uphold the
Compromise which elicited the constant

support of Samuel Smith, and was first triumphantlypressed by the unsurpassed eloquenceof Pinkney. 1 appeal to the Senatorsfroin Delaware, to maintaiu the landmarkof Freedom in the Territory of
Louisiana, early espoused by Louis MrLane.I appeal to the Senators from
Kentucky, not to repudiate the pledges of
Henry Clay. I appeal to the Senators
from Alabama, not to break the agreement
sanctioned .by the earliest votes in the
Senate of theii late most cherished fellowcitize'u,William Rufus King. Sir, I have
heard of an honor that feels a stain like a

wound. If there be any suclt in this chamber.asthere surely is.it will hesitate to
to take upon itself the stain of this repudiation.

Sir, Congress may now set aside this
obligation, repudiate this plighted faith,
annul this compact; and some of you,
forgetful of the majesty of honest dealing,
in order to support slavery, may considerit advantageous to use this power.
To all such let me commend a familiar
story : An eminent leader in antiquity,
Themistocles, once announced to the
Athenian Assembly, that he had a scheme
to propose, highly beneficial to the State,
but which could not be expounded to the
many. Aristides, surnatned the Just, was

appointed to receive the secret, and to reportupon it. His brief and memorable
judgment was, that, while nothing could
be more advantageous to Athens, nothingcould be more unjust; and the Athenianmultitude, responding at once, rejectedthe proposition. It appears that
it was proposed to bum the combined
Greek fleet, which then rested in the securityof peace in a neighboring sea, and
thus confirm the naval supremacy of
Athens. A similar proposition is nowbroughtbefore the American Seuate. You
are asked to destroy a safeguard of Freedom,consecrated by solemn compact,
under which the country is now reposing
in the security of peace, and thus confirm
the supremacy of Slavery. To this institutionand its partisans the proposition
may seem to be advantageous ; but nothingcan be more unjust. Let the judgmentof the Athenian multitude be yours.

This is what I have to say 011 this head.
I now pass to the second branch of the\
argument.

II. Mr. President, it is not only as an.infractionof solemn compact, embodied in
ancient law, that I arraign this bill. I arraignit also as a flagrant and extravagant
departure from the original policy of our ,

fathers, consecrated by their lives, opinions,and acts.
And here, sir, bear with me in a brief

recital ofunquestioned facts. At the period
of the Declaration of Independence, there
was upwards of half a million colored
persons in slavery throughout the United
Colonies. These unhappy people were

originally stolen from Africa, or were the
children of those who had been stolen,
and, though distributed throughout the
whole country, were to be found in
largest number in the Southern States.
But the spirit of Freedom then prevailed
in the land. The fathers of the Republic,
leaders in the war "of Independence, were
struck with the inconsistency of an appeal
for their own liberties, while holding in
bondage their fellow-men, only " guilty of
a skin not colored like their own." The
same conviction animated the hearts of the
people, whether at the North or South.
At a town meeting, at Danbury, Connecticut,held on the 12th December, 177*,
the following declaration was made :

" It is with singular pleasure we note the
second article of the Association, in which it is

agreed to import no inore negro slaves, as we

cannot but think it a palpable absurdity so

loudly to complain of attempts to enslave us

while we am actually enslaving others.".Wm.
Arehires, \th Snies, Vol. I, p. 1038.
The South responded in similar strains.

At a meeting in Darien, (Georgia, in 1775,
the following important resolution was put
forth:
"To show the world that we are not inlluencedby any contracted or interested motives,

but by a general philanthropy for all mankind,
of whatever climate, language, or complexion,
ice hereby declare our disapprobation and abhor
mice <f the unnatural piactirc of Slavery

(howeverthe uncultivated state of the country
or other specious arguments may plead for it). i
a practice founded in injustice and cruelty, and
highly dangerous to our liberties as well as lias,
debasing part of our fellow creatures beloir nun,
and corrupting the virtue and morals of the rest,
and laying the basis of that liberty we contend
for, and which we pray the Almighty to con

tinue to the latest posterity, upon a very wrong
foundation. We therefore resolve at all times
to use our utmost ciulearors for the manumission
of our slaves in this Colony, upon the most
safe and equitable footing for the masters and
themselves.".Jm. Archives, t.'/i Scries, I nl. I,
p. 1135.
The soul of Virginia, during this period

found also fervid utterance through Jefferson,who, by precocious and immortalwords, has enrolled himself among
the earliest Abolitionists of the country.
In his address to the \ irginia Convention
of 1774, he openly avowed, while vindicatingthe rights of British America, that
' 'the abolition of domestic slavery is the
greatest object of desire in these Colonies,
where it was unhappily introduced in their I
infant slate." And then again, in the Declarationof Independence, he embodied
sentiments, which, when practically applied,will give Freedom to every Slave
throughout the land. "We hold these
truths to be self-evident," says our country,speaking by the voice of Jefferson,
"that all men aic created equal.that they
are endowed with certain inalienable
rights.that among these are life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness." And again,
in the Congress of the Confederation, he
brought forward, as early as 1784, a resolutionto exclude Slavery from all the Territory"ceded or to he ceded" by the States
of the Federal Government, including the
whole territory now covered by Tennessee,Mississippi, and Alabama. Lost at
first by a single vote only, this measure, in
a more restricted form, was renewed at a

subsequent day, by an honored son of
Massachusetts, and in 1787 was finallyconfirmed in the Ordinance of the northwesternterritory, by a unanimous vote of
the States.
Thus early and distinctly do we discern

the Anti-Slavery character of the founderso! our Republic, and their determinationto place the National Government,within the sphere of its jurisdiction,
[sue FOUKTIi i>A»K J


